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Federal Communications Commission
1919 'M' Street, NW
Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Commissioners:

I was disturbed to find out recently that the FCC was considering allowing radio and TV stations to
apply restrictions to advertisements of federal political candidates. Although this is being done under
the guise of “decency" and "protecting children", it is a blatant attempt to limit the expression of those .
candidates who hold a particular view, specifically, that abortion is wrong. To me thid is nothing

more than screening content for it's "political correctness". Was this the intent of the rules and
regulations that the FCC approved concerning decency and obscenity? | don't believe so.

The results of what happens with an abortion are startling and sickening; not unlike t{.ﬁe death which
may result following a drunk-driving accident. People in support of abortion don't want to be
reminded that these dismembered babies are the result of something they and our cauntry condone.

When the political and philosophical persuasions of a few are allowed to limit the aodessrbmty of the
masses to factual information about candidates running for federal office, | believe we have lost our
right to be fully informed. :

Please consider wisely the far reaching ramifications of what your decision will be. Ai:proval of such
restrictions on political advertisements is allowing censorship of "politically incorrect" information. It
is not an effort to protect the public from indecency or obscenity. Such regulations and restnctnons
already exist.

Thank you for considering these comments.

Sincerely,

/Q,,,,/z%_

Jean A. Elmore
9302 East State Road 334
Zionsvitle, IN 46077
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Dear Sirs,

I am writing in reference to MM Docket No. 92-254. Dan
Becker’s campaign ads appeared to have been censored due
to his views. I do not believe ANY political candidate
should be censored merely because the station doesn’t
share his views.

Sincerely,
W\Amdi .
ﬁlo Eravnn DM-UJ-/

diprons, M 30290
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COVMISSION Randall A. Mills
FEDERALM%W JAN 2 2 1993 4037 Windermere Dr.
OFFICE OF THE FCC MAIL ROOMTuscaloosa, AL 35405

FCC

Washingtop 20554

RE:
‘ op®Sed rule change allowing stations to edit,
change, etc. political advertising given equal time.

Comment:
Please do not change the rules on airing political

advertising. The stations should not be given the power to
censor or change statements of a candidate. The candidate
him(her)self should be responsible for content. The open

forum position of political advertising is necessary unless
prevailing rules or laws (i.e. pornography) are applicable.
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